1. Portugal is clinging to Angola in the familiar style of decaying colonial powers" (Irish Times editorial, 15 June 1961 Portugal is a neighbouring country. In certain respects, her geographical situation and her attitude in relation to the present conflict are similar to our own and, no doubt, the problems which confront the two countries, particularly at the present time, have also many points of resemblance. We have all heard of the great advance which Portugal has made under the leadership of her present Premier, Dr. Salazar. The progressive and Christian manner in which the Portuguese Government is handling its economic and other domestic problems has attracted attention and admiration throughout the world and not least, I think, in this country. 3 With these words, de Valera was not so much reaffirming his own respect and admiration for the Portuguese leader, with whom he shared many characteristics (Meneses 2009: 354) , as echoing the general praise of Salazar's handling of Portugal and of the alleged "Christian manner" of the Estado Novo expressed in Irish nationalist newspapers throughout the 1930s (Mercereau 2013: 144, 145) . However, from the mid-1940s onwards, Ireland gradually lost interest in the Portuguese situation to such an extent that, when Portugal's colonial wars eventually broke out _______________________ in the early 1960s, de Valera's Ireland and Salazar's Portugal, despite their numerous common characteristics, had been drifting apart for over a decade and were left with very little in common. More importantly, Portugal's determination to cling to its colonies went against what Ireland largely stood for since it had become a member of the United Nations in 1955, and would remain at the heart of growingly irreconcilable differences between both countries through the following decade.
This article, which is part of a wider research project about Ireland's views on Salazar's Estado Novo dictatorship in Portugal (1928 Portugal ( -1974 The main objective of the present article is not to review Ireland's external policy throughout the 1960s but to analyse how Ireland's main national newspapers presented Portugal's Estado Novo regime in Portugal between the early 1960s and the fall of the regime in 1974, particularly as far as its colonial policy is concerned. With that goal in mind, it consists in trying to determine to what extent their representation of the nature of the regime, and particularly its colonial policy, is biased by their own identities and positions amid the Irish political debate. In order to do so, while all articles with significant reference to Portugal's regime published by Ireland's three main national newspapers, 4 2009: 83) . As for the ideology behind the Constitution of Ireland, it has been described by Basil Chubb as "a mixture of liberal and democratic elements derived from the British tradition, with principles and precepts drawn from Catholic social theory and, in particular, papal encyclicals" (Chubb 1991: 45 2009: 83) . As for the ideology behind the Constitution of Ireland, it has been described by Basil Chubb as "a mixture of liberal and democratic elements derived from the British tradition, with principles and precepts drawn from Catholic social theory and, in particular, papal encyclicals" (Chubb 1991: 45 2009: 83) . As for the ideology behind the Constitution of Ireland, it has been described by Basil Chubb as "a mixture of liberal and democratic elements derived from the British tradition, with principles and precepts drawn from Catholic social theory and, in particular, papal encyclicals" (Chubb 1991: 45 (Lee 1990: 369) .
The third period, between the involvement of Portugal in colonial wars in Africa and the fall of the regime in April 1974, seems to have been followed with particular attention in Ireland judging from the abundance of editorials focusing on Portugal in all three Irish newspapers (thirty over the period). Before seeing in detail what these articles may reveal of the perception of the Portuguese situation, it is important to take into account the characteristics of each of the three newspapers at the time: __________________________ ·/· de Valera was accused of thinking of applying to (Lee 1990: 300) .
In Portugal, following domestic threats to the regime in the late 1950s (Rosas 2012: 236-46 Logically, the events that led to more articles in the Irish newspapers over the period, besides those directly dealing with the escalation of the colonial wars in 1961 (Angola), 1962 (Guinea) and 1963 (Mozambique) and the subsequent isolation of the Portuguese regime on the international stage, are related to the true nature of the Estado Novo regime and the increasing signs of opposition to it, Salazar's personality and characteristics, his retirement from power in 1968 and death two years later and the changes expected from his successor, Marcelo Caetano, from 1968 onwards. As far as editorials are concerned, the following chart shows their distribution by year over the period: Editorials in Irish newspapers by year (1961) (1962) (1963) (1964) (1965) (1966) (1967) (1968) (1969) (1970) (1971) (1972) (1973) (1974) Again, the three newspapers selected for this study reveal different characteristics as well as journalistic options. Above all, a closer look at their positions directly expressed towards Portugal reveals differences in their attitudes. The Irish Press, as always controlled by de Valera, confirmed the general tendency in the 1930s by showing a strong interest in Salazar's alleged "achievements" before being clearly indifferent all through the 1940s and 1950s and demonstrating a relative resurgence in interest in Portugal over the period, with a total of 39 articles, plus four editorials focusing on Portugal between 1961 and 1974. Above all, the Republican title's editorials reveal a surprising leniency when commenting on the Portuguese regime's colonial policy at a time when Salazar's only supports came from the segregationist South African regime, Franco's Spain and Ian Smith's Rhodesia:
It is sometimes assumed that Portugal's attitudes to Africa are identical with those of South Africa. Nothing could be further from the truth. South Africa insists on Apartheid and segregation, Portugal permits, and even in some places encourages, integration (30 December 1967).
A year later, on 20 September 1968, the Irish Press's mild condemnation of Portugal's policy essentially focused on economic terms: "It is one of the most startling paradoxes of our time that the poorest country in Western Europe can afford to spend over £100 million a year in fighting colonial wars". After Marcelo Caetano succeeded Salazar in September 1968, the newspaper praised the new leader's attempt to break with his predecessor's policy while linking the situation in Portugal's overseas territories to the recent outbreak of violence in Northern Ireland, on which the Irish Press focused its attention:
It is on the explosive issue of the overseas "provinces" of Angola and Mozambique that Dr Caetano has broken most obviously with the Salazar line by hinting at future "autonomy" and even a "political settlement".
[…] As we have seen in the North of Ireland, liberalisation cannot always be rushed through without fear of a violent backlash from vested interests (25 October 1969).
On the whole, more than a real sympathy towards Portugal's colonial policy, which would be particularly surprising coming from a newspaper essentially dedicated to defend de Valera's ideal of a Catholic, Gaelic, rural and self-sufficient Ireland, the Irish Press's relative indifference towards the question of Portugal's regime and its mild criticism of Salazar's colonial policies may be justified by the fact that, from the late 1960s onwards, the newspaper was more committed to the increasingly complex question of Northern Ireland and its growing repercussions in the Republic. Besides, the Irish Press was always "not a Fianna Fail mouthpiece, but a de Valera mouthpiece", as Tim Pat Coogan puts it (Coogan 1999: 444) , which could partly explain why the newspaper may have been somewhat reticent to openly criticize Salazar, a leader to whom de Valera showed many marks of respect and admiration (Meneses 2005: 24-6). Moreover, trying to get political gains by associating de Valera to Salazar, as the Irish Press did on many occasions in the 1930s (Mercereau 2013: 142) , was by then totally out of the question and, considering Salazar's growing unpopularity, could turn out to be counter-productive.
The Irish Independent was the keenest supporter of Salazar's recipe in the 1930s (Mercereau 2013: 140) , not only because it was impressed by Portugal's alleged economic and financial recovery and by Salazar's ability to transform his country "from a state of chaos into a Model Nation" (28 February 1939), but also because it took the opportunity to oppose what it saw as de Valera's failure to Salazar's success, thus 113 Marcelo Caetano, from 1968 onwards. As far as editorials are concerned, the following chart shows their distribution by year over the period: Editorials in Irish newspapers by year (1961) (1962) (1963) (1964) (1965) (1966) (1967) (1968) (1969) (1970) (1971) (1972) (1973) (1974) Again, the three newspapers selected for this study reveal different characteristics as well as journalistic options. Above all, a closer look at their positions directly expressed towards Portugal reveals differences in their attitudes. The Irish Press, as always controlled by de Valera, confirmed the general tendency in the 1930s by showing a strong interest in Salazar's alleged "achievements" before being clearly indifferent all through the 1940s and 1950s and demonstrating a relative resurgence in interest in Portugal over the period, with a total of 39 articles, plus four editorials focusing on Portugal between 1961 and 1974. Above all, the Republican title's editorials reveal a surprising leniency when commenting on the Portuguese regime's colonial policy at a time when Salazar's only supports came from the segregationist South African regime, Franco's Spain and Ian Smith's Rhodesia:
On the whole, more than a real sympathy towards Portugal's colonial policy, which would be particularly surprising coming from a newspaper essentially dedicated to defend de Valera's ideal of a Catholic, Gaelic, rural and self-sufficient Ireland, the Irish Press's relative indifference towards the question of Portugal's regime and its mild criticism of Salazar's colonial policies may be justified by the fact that, from the late 1960s onwards, the newspaper was more committed to the increasingly complex question of Northern Ireland and its growing repercussions in the Republic. Besides, the Irish Press was always "not a Fianna Fail mouthpiece, but a de Valera mouthpiece", as Tim Pat Coogan puts it (Coogan 1999: 444) , which could partly explain why the newspaper may have been somewhat reticent to openly criticize Salazar, a leader to whom de Valera showed many marks of respect and admiration (Meneses 2005: 24-6) . Moreover, trying to get political gains by associating de Valera to Salazar, as the Irish Press did on many occasions in the 1930s (Mercereau 2013: 142) , was by then totally out of the question and, considering Salazar's growing unpopularity, could turn out to be counter-productive.
The Irish Independent was the keenest supporter of Salazar's recipe in the 1930s (Mercereau 2013: 140) , not only because it was impressed by Portugal's alleged economic and financial recovery and by Salazar's ability to transform his country "from a state of chaos into a Model Nation" (28 February 1939), but also because it took the opportunity to oppose what it saw as de Valera's failure to Salazar's success, thus " showing the world what a small state can do when it is well governed" (1 March 1938). After years of relative indifference between 1946 and 1960, the Irish Independent regained interest in the Portuguese situation from the early 1950s but, somehow like its rival the Irish Press, with which it was in disagreement on most domestic issues, was far from being openly hostile to the Portuguese regime to which it dedicated a total of ten editorials besides 23 articles exclusively dedicated to the Portuguese situation, including seven full-page articles about the Pope's visit to Fátima in May 1967.
In particular, the Irish Independent repeatedly insisted on the need to distinguish between Portugal and other segregationist regimes such as South Africa, as it did in an article of opinion in August 1961: "It is indeed a pity that the Portuguese, who have followed the principles of racial equality, are pilloried at the UN alongside the South African champions of white supremacy" (1 August 1961). A longtime supporter of Salazar, the newspaper then mildly warned the Portuguese dictator against the dangers of the path he was following, not without reminding its readers of all the credit owed to his work in the thirty years spent at the helm of his country:
Dr Salazar can point to Portugal's long centuries of association with its colonies, and to its sane and admirable policy of integration -even if the practice is less advanced than the theory. But that is clearly not enough in the Africa of this decade. Dr Salazar must surely look to a new solution to his problems in Africa, just as surely as he cannot indefinitely repress all discontent within Portugal itself. It would be a tragedy if he bequeathed to Portugal the instability that thirty years ago he took up office to check (Irish Independent editorial, 15 November 1961) .
A few weeks later, the newspaper went a step further in its defence of Salazar, for the sake of the alleged stability and prosperity brought to his country by the Portuguese dictator:
Dr Salazar is neither the Fascist nor the tyrant that some would make him out to be. He put his country on its feet after a time of anarchy. He brought stability to its finances and social justice to its administration. It is not his fault that he has failed to root out much appalling poverty, for Portugal has been poorly endowed by nature. His error has been to rule too long with an iron hand (Irish Independent editorial, 2 January 1962).
Even when Portugal was widely condemned for clinging to its overseas territories, the Irish Independent seems to justify Salazar's treatment of the African populations by reminding that the essence of the regime is based on systematically denying all freedom to all the nation's citizens alike, without discrimination of any kind:
It is worth remembering that the Portuguese were never racialists. There is no social Apartheid in either Angola or Mozambique. If African nationalism is denied the right to express itself this is not because those who wish to speak are black but because they are opponents of the regime and Dr Salazar keeps a tight rein on all opposition whether at home or in Africa (Irish Independent editorial, 25 July 1963).
After some years without expressing any opinions on the Portuguese question, the Independent eventually turned to the Estado Novo again after a stroke forced the dictator to leave power:
Despite its highly publicised pursuit of gradual (and highly selective) assimilation, -a kind of institutionalized Uncle-Tomism -with its claim of equality and citizenship for a minority, Portugal maintains the last of the great European colonial empires. Its policies are not helpful to either white or black (Irish Independent editorial, 21 September 1968) .
But again, the newspaper seems to reach a lenient verdict at a time when even some of Salazar's staunchest supporters were beginning to question the sensibility of his policy (Labourdette 2000: 603) :
Dr Salazar must be judged in the context of the history of his own country. It would be wrong to label him and his deeds with ill-defined international terms such as "right", "left", "centre" or reactionary. He was a man Portugal badly needed when she placed him in power. And the country needed him for a long time after that.
[…] The men who come after him will have to build on what he saved from history (Irish Independent editorial, 21 September 1969 Two years later, the newspaper's verdict about the nature of Salazar's regime is particularly blunt: "The fact is that Portugal is a dictatorship, with only some of the trappings of democracy" (Irish Times editorial, 8 May 1959).
The first signs of violent repression against Angola's nationalist movements by the Portuguese authorities naturally led the Irish Times to criticize the management of its overseas territories by the Estado Novo in strong terms:
The prime cause of unrest in Angola is Portugal's own policy. By calculated exploitation and repression, she has developed there a smouldering resentment which needs only a spark to make it burst into flame. To blame other countries now for striking the spark, or to pretend that they could put the fire out once lit, is totally unrealistic (Irish Times editorial, 1 July 1961).
Furthermore, as early as 1961, and as both its competitors still credited Salazar with mitigating circumstances well into the 1960s, the newspaper considered the condition of the African population in Portuguese African territories even worse than in South Africa: "There seems little doubt that the policy adopted in Angola is as savagely cruel and repressive as that of South Africa. A good deal more so, in fact .
[…] Angola's negroes are quite frankly slaves" (Irish Times editorial, 1 July 1961)
On the whole, the Irish Times strived once again to put an end to the myth (Léonard 1996: 9-76; Mesquita 2007: 16-20) of Salazar as a "dictator malgré lui" (Irish Press, 12 January 1938) or as a "non-violent, gentle dictator" (Irish Independent, 10 March 1938) as transmitted by both the Irish Independent and the Irish Press for many years, and insisted on the true nature of the regime and its leader:
Portugal is clinging to Angola in the familiar style of decaying colonial powers.
[…] The romantic simplicities which a Salazar or a Franco can afford -which usually, in practice, boil down to a brutal repression of all who do not agree with them -have a charm for those who are weary of the crabwise workings of democracy. There is even the persisting legend of Dr Salazar as an economic wizard: a glance at Portugal's living standards might cause these admirers to think afresh (Irish Times editorial, 15 June 1961).
Having condemned colonialist policies coming from other countries, the Irish Times insisted on applying the same treatment to Portugal: "The anti-colonial wind has not been tempered for Britain, France, Holland or Belgium -why should Portugal expect special treatment for one of the more glaring cases of exploitation?" (Irish Times editorial, 12 February 1962) . Indeed, by the mid-1960s, the Irish Times was the only one of the three newspapers to insist on the anachronism of Salazar's regime:
The most reticent of dictators never bothers to answer criticism -but this does not alter the fact that he has criticism to answer. His country's problems have outgrown his solutions for them, and his arid despotism grinds the faces of the poor. All this he has done with the best of intentions. There is, presumably, still a train to Coimbra: it would be a pity if he were to miss the last one" (Irish Times editorial, 12 November 1966).
In March 1974, only a few weeks before the military coup that would put an end to the dictatorship, an Irish Times' editorial entitled "Out of Africa" questioned the true determination of Salazar's successor to actually change the nature of the regime:
Portugal is an impoverished country which has not yet gazed on the realities of the twentieth century. She will have to come to terms with it in a matter of months, not of years. Her Prime Minister says that he has the faith that "unity, serenity and the national awareness of the people … will finally triumph over this crisis". He will have to prove his belief. That remains to be seen. Portugal has much leeway to make. It's simple enough, if she looks at it straight. All she has to do is to get out of Africa (Irish Times editorial, 16 March 1974).
Three main conclusions may be drawn from this brief analysis of the perception of the evolution of the New State regime in Portugal by Ireland's three major newspapers between the beginning of the colonial conflicts in 1961 and the demise of the regime in 1974. Firstly, the resurgence of interest in a Portuguese situation that had been in the forefront of Irish media and politics in the 1930s, after years of relative indifference following the end of World War II and through most of the 1950s, reflects the evolution of the interest shown by the political actors as well as by the population in general. This may be due to the fact that, from 1960 onwards, Portugal openly stuck to an unambiguous colonialist policy which could hardly be expected to find much support from a country with a history such as Ireland's. At the same time, considering Ireland's historical struggle for independence from Britain as well as its crusade against imperialist policies within the frame of the UN from the mid1950s onwards, Portugal's policy, which led to find itself isolated ("proudly alone", as Salazar himself put it) on the international scene, had every reason to raise interest, if not approval, in Ireland.
Secondly, the harshest rejection and condemnation of the colonialist policies of the New State regime came from the newspaper which is historically the least committed to Ireland's fight for independence. In other words, whereas both the Irish Press and the Irish Independent were, in a way, born from Ireland's nationalist aspirations, the Irish Times was founded in 1859 to speak for "Irishmen loyal to the British connection and proud to share in the destinies of the only firstrate power in Europe that has known how to combine social order with individual freedom (Irish Times editorial, 28 March 1859). What may at first seem a paradox, however, may be explained by the fact that, unlike its two rivals, the Irish Times never took part in the traditional fight for power between Fine Gail and Fianna Fail during the twentieth century in Ireland, which may have given the newspaper more leeway in its commitments and positions. Besides, the purely journalistic evolution of the Irish Times, first in the years following the foundation of the Irish Free State in 1922 and, above all, under Douglas Gageby's editorship from 1963 onwards, allowed it to acquire the status of respectable national institution (Mercereau 2002: 8) as well as a truly international dimension hardly comparable to that of its competitors, much more focused on the national divisions. As such, the Irish Times clearly distinguishes itself from, on the one hand, the partisan Irish Press, constant in its support of de Valera's Fianna Fáil (O'Brien 2001: 29-55) and, on the other hand, the Irish Independent, which confirmed to be, "first and foremost, a commercial undertaking" (Brown 1971: 40) .
Thirdly, the condemnation of Portugal's international policy in the 1960s and early 1970s by the Irish Times and, to a lesser extent, the Irish Independent and Irish Press, must be seen as reflecting the growing alienation between both countries at the time, especially considering Ireland's history. The revolution of 25 Abril 1974, which led to the implementation of a democratic regime, and Portugal's membership of the European Community in 1986, alongside Spain, would help to restore the links between two countries
